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RESPONSE TO RESTRICTION REQUIREMENT 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Dear Sin 

In response to the Restriction Requirement dated September 1, 2004» Applicants elect to 
pursue in this implication claims 1-20, identified as Group I, with traverse. 

The Office Action asserts that the inventions of groups I and n are related as product and 
process of use. However, "[t]hm are two criteria for a proper requirement for a restriction 
between patentably distinct inventions (A) The inventions must be independent; and (B) There 
must be a serious burdeo on the Examiner if restrictioo is required." MPEP § 803, citations 
omitted, emphasis added Thus there are /wo requirements for restriction: indq^endence or 
distinctness and a serious burden. Both are required. Section 803 explicitly states that the 
search and examination of an entire q>plication can be made without serious burden, the 
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Examiner must examine it on the merits^ even though it includes claims to independent or 
distinct inventions." Applicants respectfully submit that restriction is not proper in this case 
because search and examination can be made of the entire application without serious burden. 

Further, MPEP § 806.0S(h) requires an example to be provided of the asserted 
distinctiveness of the product and process of use. The example provided in the Office Action 
states 'the product recited can be used in a materially different process not involving payment 
fiom the consignor.'' However, in the claims identified as the process of use, claims 21*23, only 
one claim is directed toward any type of payment. Therefore, the example cited in the Office 
Action is insufficient for the remaining claims identified as invention II, claims 21-23. 

^plicants respectfully submit the restriction is not proper in this case. Search and 
examination of these groups would not result in a serious burden on the Office, and the required 
example provided is directed only to a single claim of the separate groups of claims. Applicants 
respectfully request withdrawal of the restriction requirement. 

If issues related to this i4)plication can be resolved by discussion, the Examine is invited 
to contact the undersigned attomey by telq>hone. 



Respectfully submitted. 





WanenM. Haines U (Reg. No. 40,632) 
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